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'J stumbled across your book some tin* aqo while X was looking for somethin*' 

'uj •j.i.ne, and I’m glad 1 did. h#vo found it so intere»tii\g that I’ve read it tbrousq 



t'i'i ce , and still refer to it on occasion. 



Hut this is no comolinwnt. 



T»*s reason I find it so interesting is that it. ia 
ao utterly unbelievable that its author could not possibly have written it with a 
straight face . It was, after all, written on the basis of much reading of the TesUmot 
-‘libit:?, and going beyond that involved much personal travel over a considerable 
per.i.od /or the purpose of re-irtervlewing various j«opic •> witnesses, The booh quit.: 
obviously MH was nol harked up by somebody sitting ir. a wheel chair 'ft gathering up 
bis iicts froia what he road in his local ’'nevvs^pHper. 

why, then, should this particular book appear to s* as being ao completely 
d ludicrous - while at. the sane time trying to keep open to tba idea that it might 
u honeat -*• sincere V 1 give you this reason: That 1 cannot imagina any eubwidiaeu 
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lock anything oven quite nearly as unsubtie as yours, suspecting how much attention 
*' certainly be given by ary ” subsidizers" to the matter of subtle & convincing 
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l t. iji^ngs. i o.x at*: le v believable offerings. f*e, I couldn T t imagine myssli’ giving 

nic ^ e " , US cyj toward the sponsoring of your book if I were wanting to convince 

rho public that the Comi salon critics, or "critica”, were all wet, or opportunist, 
bastards, or crazy, or w atover it is you are suggesting at different tires on differ- 
ent pagojfs. 

do ix yen aro .or r*sl, believing aa I do that nobody would thin$k of sponsor- 

yo u, then what are you Really for real? You might be, of course, but ltd a mighty 

bard for a reader to believe that you have "investigated" se far as you have, a r/i trW 
present your conclusions as you present thorn, dven without going beyortci the 26 vols, 
:oing nothing more than that, svon then your book must bo recognized pure 
t-'.-Tfto &c.i t> . / rd you must have read the 26, and the various range of critics » u r/* n.ui-i 
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ft done all tre travelling' 



you wrote , 



rivaling you have do m 



yet you write t,h 



4.n view oi your having done what it seems you have done, in the matter of looking 
v ' it0 th0 ™ Katter > which you 3-am to have done, and in view of th* probability that 
one oust be able to Read before he can Writ* - and suspecting you must must have this 
•..pability: if this is a^l so, and on the basis that you earn your living by writing: 

l 90, then why did you not instead write a possible good seller by writing the fact 3 
instead of some ami-interpretation which you simply must know will reveal 'you as a 
positive jerk sometime An the inevitable future? How can this be, ard what is bid Arid 
it. i X T e you «vhat you present yourself to bo, and is it possible? Who are you*: nas 
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anybody ever approached you at any time, with money, asking you to write under a 
pseudonym some such thing as a "pro" or con UFO article - or any type o f article or 
hook to be done on t ! a basis of the translated material which is provided you? These 
are horribly personal questions, of course. But then you did writs THE sCAYBhGiiHS . 
ard we who have paid for your book have read it, and should rot feel that we are 
being presumptuous about bugging the hard-working suithor who wrote it. It is, of 
course, tie price one pays for writing anything everywhere once he puts it up for 

Sole. 

Guo 8 s I have gone far enough to explain myself to you, .and 1 solicit your answer. 

It may be poasihle that many people have itM written you previously concerning 
this same book, perhaps some few telling you how perfectly marvelous k convincing you 
wore, end some otter few asking you who in hell you are, and what you believe 
yourself to be doing. If you know what your are doing, those of ua who bount your 
book might reasonably ask of you what it was you believed you were doing - and if you 
wore to tell ua that you didn't really know yourself, then we buyers of your book would 
be ahead by at least that much. 

Fortunately for me, at the moment, I feel the belief that a writer of a book is 
in all respects obliged to respond to critical ####### who have bought his book. This, 
in my opinion, is particularly readers 

true when 

the book is bought at a paperback and is bought or 
the basis of the description advertised on the covers. Perhaps you might honor this 
idea, and at present 1 have nc# information t at you might not. 

Pi XX However. I cannot really know how well you answer your wail, and what 

mail. I do also not know hew many letters of what kind are received by whoeve#*r you 
might be wr#iting to. Perhaps this is a familiar problem nowadays for people, ©van 
"ordinary Citiaons" such as myself, or # in any case cltlsens who don’t strictly stick 
to limiting their mail to funeral niceties & love letters & such. Being as yet not 
understanding of what such problems may be, or amount to, I will provide several copies 
of this letter to otl>ers who might appreciate my empuaslement . Those to whom 1 mail 
copies of this letter, I do so with the promise that I will forward a photocopy of your 
response to all of the®. 

Will keep sending you copies of this letter until a reply is received, hoping to 
force myself against the seeming system of things, whatever the system might be - if 
there is any in the first place. If you might nave have answered anyway, despite the 
little "throat 1 1 gave you about intending to keep sending you copies of this while 
awaiting an answer, then I should & would apologise to you. But it is less simple than 
that: I a® telling you that I won't be the only one reading your reply, and I would 

suggest to you that those to who® I will forward copies of this letter and your reply 
will be, on the whole, much better versed in JFK than you would appear to be - despite 
your having, must having had, access to much ordinarllarily available inUfo, 
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Sorry about this, 

\ Cv^%,V «•{/■? ••<■ 

Steffen Sorensen 



